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I THE PROGRAM 

The Children's Art Carnival Creative Reading Program, a 
motivational program through the mediiira of art which was on its 
second year of Title I funding in 1^75-*76, was designed to 
service 210 Title I eligible children in glides 2 to 5 who were 
at least one grade below in reading. The Program was offered in 
two independent 18 week sessions, each servicing three groups 
of approximately 35 children from six participating schools; 
P.S.98M, P.S.161M, and P.S.126BX in Fall 1975 and P.S.8BK, 
P.S.132M, and P.S.161M in Spring 1976". The children attended- 

If 

workshops at the Art Carnival for 5ne hour on Tuesdays and 
Thursdays and received 45 minutes of reading instruction from 
the reading specialists at the school site on two other days of 
the week. Each child secured a total of 210 minutes per week of 
instruction. The basic goal of the Program vas to help the 
children achieve mastery of selected" instructional objectives 
based on individually diagnosed reading^needs, which they failed 
prior to instruction, as measured by a battery of criterion- 
referenced tests, the McGraw Hill: ?re«;crintive Reading 

Inventory (PRI). 

Ins true tional^Activities 

The. *ehildren*s Art Carnival provided a highly individualized 
reading program related to each child's developmental pattern as 
evidenced in the art workshops. The children involved in the 
expressive process of the art3;i.e.,prlntmaking, puppetry, ceramics 

<^ 

1 . ' 



painting, and aninated filns, were motivated .and confident in 
seeking to comnunicate and in'^absorbing information fron the 

written word. The reading and art, activities were designed to 

. t *■% ■ N - 

reinforce experiences at the^Art CatnivaX and at the school site. 

Instrvaction was sequential and was flexibly scheduled individually 

to meet each child's needs as Pleasured by^the McGra\j[^Hill: 

Prescriptive Reading Inv'entory (PRI). 

The Staff . " 

The eight (8) nenber program staff consisted of a coordinator, 

■ ' ■' ■ ^ ■.. . 

two reading specialists, and five artist-teachers. 

The full-tine coordinator organized pre-planned staff orientation; 



supervised and observed Title I '^bj;sonnel; ^coordinated\^^ 

house activities, and staff meetings; relat;ed>^the. Prog'ran to the 



open 



Parent Advisory Council; and coordinated Area's .appropriate to , 
the administration of ^ the Program at the Children's Art Carnival 
which is located at Hamilton Terrac*fei In Central Harlen. 

The reading specii?-' "ts worked tw-? days a wefek at the Art 
Carnival and three dx/r wcc-k at the schcoJ cites. At the Carnival, 
they encouraged the prpils to choose art activities suited to their 
needs; assisted the pupils in writing poems, scripts, .characl:e« 
deccriptionp, and plays elicited fron ipmediate experiencies at the 
workshops and frcin selected naterials at the Art Carnival Story Room 
(Center Library); developed and prepared teaching materials; maintained 
on-going records of pupils' progress; and assisted artist-teachers in 
integrating art-to- language conmanication skills. At the school sites. 



they were actively involved in the inplenentation of various teaching 
procedures and held consultations with teachers, counselors, 
assistant principals, and parents, ^ 

The artist-teachers, who are specialisj;« in'pri^t'—aaking, puppetry, 
painting, fila-naking, and ceramics, taught 3 one hour, war kf? hop 2Mdavs a 
week. They prepared and. cleaned the workshops, noted ^developments as 
each child becane involved in activities, developed D^ocabulary and 
comprehension skills in cooperation with the reading specialists, and 

participated in weekly psycholofsical-staf f nee'^ings.j^ 

\ "■ ' * 

Profiran Particiipants 

Two hundred and ten (210) Title I elip.ibie children reading *one or 

more years below their ^^ade l^vel were selected to participate in the 

Program. There were 35 grade 3 pupils at P.S.161M, 35 grade A pilpils at 

P.S.98M, and 35 grade 4 pupils at P.S.126BX in Fall 1975; and 35 grade , 

5 pupils at P.S.132N, 35 grade 5 pupils at P.S.161M, and 35 grades 2 

through 5 at P.S.8BK in Spring 1976. Thin represents one hundred 

percent (100%) inpleneui: -* ion of the Pror;ran during the school year 

1975-76. 

IT EVALUATIVE PROCEDURES 

Pro r'^^ Tan Objecti ve 

The basic objective of the Progran was to help pupils achieve 
nastery of instructional objectives in reading which they fail prior 
to instruction as neasured by the criterion-referenced test, the 
McGraw Hill: Prescriptive Readin^^ Inventory (PRI) within the 
eighteen (13) week session. * ' 



PrORran Objectives > Instrunents^ and Methodolof^y 



The objectives, instruments 3 and tnethodology are quoted fron 
the July 1975 Evaluation Design prepared by the Office of 
Educational Evaluation. 

Evaluation Objective #1: To deternine if, as a result of parti- 
cipating in the program, 70 percent of the pupils naster at 
least three instructional objectives which prior to the program 
they did not naster. 

Inscruraents and Methods. All participants will be administered, 
as a pretest, selected criterion-referenced tests fron the FRI to 
ascertain individual instructional objectives for each pupil. For 
each instructional objective diagnosed as requiring remediation, 
as determined by pretest failure, a post-test ^±11 be adminis- 
tered on an individual basis after an appropriate interval of 
instruction. For each instructional objective, results of passing 
and failing in both the pretest and post-test will be recorded" 
on the Class Evaluation Record (C.E.R,). 

Data will be analyzed and presented in tabular form ascertain- 
ing the percentage of participants demonstrating mastery or non- 
nastery of each instructional objective (according to the State 
Education Department's classii"ication system) at initial testing 
and final testing. 

Instrument": The McGraw Hill-PrGscriptive Reading Inventory 
(PRI) is designed to ^'iagnose the readin?^ behavior of individual 
students and to provide information thpt can bn used to reinforce, 
renediate, or supplepen-' heir reading developti^dnt^^ 

As a battery of cr?/-crion- refi^renced tf.'":s, thp. PRI evaluates 
each student's ncistr-.\y of jjcleccev', object! ••ivy namcily; (i) recogni- 
tion of sound and syiabol, (2)phonJ.c ai.MysiG, (3) stiuctural 
analysis, (A) translation^ (5) literal comprehends ion, (6) interpretive 
cCu.preh'3nslon, r.nd (7)critical comprehension.^ 



•^IJtMlian Roth. C\j.y}. Ten^ 3 Art Carnivrl ^ Evaluation Design, B/E 

//09-69635^ Brooklyn^ N.Y.rOffice of Educational Evaluation. 1975, 

^McGraw Kill: Prescriptive Reading Inventory Examiner's Manual 
California: CTIi/HcGrOT Hill. 1972. 

%cGraw Hill: Premier iptive Reading Irventory Individual Dinc:nostic 
Map. California: CTB/McGraw Hill. 197A. 
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\ Evaluation Ob l ective #2: To deternine, ns a result of 
xtJxipafion in the program the extent to which pupils denonstrate 
.ste'ocy of instructional objectives, 

^ Instruments and Methods. The FRI instrunentation and 
rocedures for pretesting and post-testinn are exactly the sane 
J ia the inplenentation of Evaluation Objective //I. 

Data will be analyzed and presented in narrative and 
afcular forn to nscert?7.in each of tlie following: 

) The distribution of pupils failin^^ to denonstrate nastery 
prior to instruction and not receiving sufficient instruction 
to receive the post-test. 

) The distribution of pupils dencnctrating nastery of objectives 
prior to instruction. 

:) Ihe distribution of pupil nastery as a result of instruction 
1iy instructional objectives. 

The distribution of the nunber of objectives nastered as a 
result of instruction. 

0 The distribution of percenta?^e of pupils achieving various 
levels of mastery of instructional objectives. 

Evaluation Objectiva //3: T- datcraine the extent to which 
the progratn, as actually carried out, coincided with the program 
2S described .in the Project Tropos::!. 

Methods. A con'>^ir«-:itivo '.lescrip^ive anr^lysis based upon 
on-^-ite visits and into.. ' '^vs with staff and r-upils conducted by 
the -valuator-consult^n^. ccn-adered ir. H : -ininr nny discrepancies 
between the prci'ict :>rOiV^sal and 'he prc^^ac /..ipierentation. 

Selection of P.^^ticip -ynf s 

y The variables considered in the selection of the participating 
pupils attendirtg Title I schooled were the results of the Metropolitan 
AA^iievenent Test (IJew York Readinr^ Test); reconnendations of teachers, 
gui'dance counselors, princii^als, and parents; srd the willin.^ness 
of the classroon teacher to travel with the pupils to tha Art 
Carnival. 
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Data Collection 

Tlie ?aI pre/ post tests were adniniwStered to the 1975 Fall 
Sc\S3lor participating pupils during the week of September 29, 1975 
jLncl the week of January 12, 1976. The PRI pre/ post tests were 
administered to the 1976 Spring Session participating pupils 
during the week of February 2, 1976 and during the week of May 
17, 1976, 

The evaluator-consultant completed three half-day visits 
at the Art Carnival on October 7, November 18, and December 16, 1975. 
There were whole clay sets of visits at P.S. 98 and 126 on December 
5, 1975; at P.S. 8 and P.S. 161 on March 24, 1976; and at P.S. 8 and 
P.S. 132 on March 26, 1976. Information about the various activities 
and responsibilities of the staff were gathered through interviews, 
conferences, and perusal of records on September 30, 1975, October 
7^ 1975 and May 28, 1976. A review of the ?:val(iation Report for 
the School Year 1974-75 gave the evaluator-consultant an insight 
into the first year of o; -^tion of the I KO^^vnn»^' 
Limi Lett ion Imposed or. Eva l- ' - .iLiou ■ . . ocedures 

It should be noted rhat the Program's I'ail Session was for 
over a sixteen (3 6) period instead of the originally planned 

e;Lj>i*: .en week p-.rc.^o--'., due to the city-wide teachers' strike of 
Sw;Lt:mber 1975. 



1 Carolyn, N. Hedley. Creative Reading Program at the Children's Art 
Carn:^^alj^ Title I H./E Function t/09-59635. Brooklyn, New 
York: Office of Educational Evaluation. 1974-75. 



Ill FINDINGS \ / 

\/ 

The specific observations and findings presented in this 
section are based on test results, on-site visits to participat- 
ing schools and the Childrens' Art Carnival, and interviews 
and conferences with the staff and collaborative personnel. 
Findings 

Evaluation Objective // 1: To determine if, as a result of 
participating in the program, 70% of the pupils master at least 
three instructional objectives which prior to the progran they 
did not master. 

Table 1 presents the "head*' count of students who mastered 

Che PRI instructional objectives as indicated in the Cjoss 

Evaluation Records (CER>. 

Table 1 

Number and Percentage of Participants Demonstrating Mastery 

of Instructional Oblectives After In struction, 1975-76 

Number of Objectives ^ No. of Percentage 
lister cd Pupil s of Pupils 



Grade 3 (N=34) 



Fall 1975 


0-2 


5 


15% 




3-lu 


29 


35% 




11-16 


0 


0% 


Grade 4 (N-=G2) 








Fall 1975 


0-2 


12 


20% 




3-.'0 


50 


80% 




11-20 


0 


0% 


Grad,-n 2 £. 3 (N---2- 


0 






Sprinp; 1976 


0-2 


1 


4% 




3-11 


23 


96% 




12-16 


0 


0% 


Grade 4 & 5 (N=73) 








Spring 1576 


0-2 


2 


3% 




3-10 


71 


97% 




11-20 


0 


0% 



During the Fall session, 34 Grade 3 and 62 Grade 4 pupils, 
a total of 96 children attended workshops at the Art Carnival 
and received reading instruction fron the reading specialists. 
Eighty-f iv(. (85%) of the Grade 3 and 80% of the Grade 4 par- 
ticipatiiig pupils mastered more than three PRI instructional 
obj ectlves. 

During*, the Spring session, 19 Grade 2 and 5 Grade 3 pupils 
and 4 Grade 4 and 69 Grade 5 pupils, a total of 97 pupils attended 
the workshops at tho Art Carnival and received reading instruction 
from the reading specialists at the school-sites, Ninety-six (96%) 
of Grades 2 and 3 pupils and 97% of the Grades 4 and 5 pupils 
mastered more than three PRI instructional objectives. 

The findinr^s indicate that evaluation objective #1 has been 
achieved for more than 70% of the pupils mastered more than three 
instructional objectives which prior to the program they did not 
master. 

Evaluation Objectiv:^ /r*2: To determine, as a result of parti- ' 
cipation in the proi7,rara tj.?. extent to which pupils demonstrate 
mastery of instructional objectives. 

It was noted that the SED classification is too broad for 
tho ?PvI instri":ticnal objectives which are definitive. The PRI 
objectives lose their specificity and iilentity in the broad context 
of the SED classification, e.p,.: 21G7 SED which is the code for 
"vowels: more than one letter" is supposed to include four PRI 
objectives, namely; "^ilt^nt vovel^^ variant vowels-sounds v, 
variant vowels-sounds _r controlled, and phonetic parts-variant 
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sounds. It should also be noted that five Grade 5 pupils were 



additionally tested with PRI level C because they indicated 
mastery of some objectives beyond Pill level B, 

It is further noted that MIR Table 13 does not allow for 
entry of the nunber of students in an individualized reading 
program who failed in the pre-test and were given instruction 
and the number of pupils who failed in the pre-test and were 
not given instruction. The data fron MIR Table 13 does not j>ive 
a precir;e indication of the effectiveness of an individualized 
instructional proc;rami Data analyses of MIP: Table 13 would 
not cros:-=-check with Table 2C which indicates the distribution 
of pupil nr.stery by instructional objectives as a result of 
instruction. 

Table 2 A shows the distribution of ^^upil non-mastery on 
pre-test and no posttest follow-up. The data indicate that: 

1. z\nonc; the 34 Grade 3, Fall 1975 pupils- 

50/; f?/.!.led 9 to 12 PPI ohjcctivet;, 
35% failed :o 8 PRI objectives, 
12% failed 13 to 16 PRI ob jectivo-., and 
3/. failed 0 to 4 ?Wl object:ivep. 

2. Anon;: the 24 Grades 2 and 3, Sprln^: l.V ') 'pupils- 

37Z failed 9 to 12 PRI objectives, 
17Z failed 5 to 8 objectives, 

failed 13 to .1.6 PRI objectivrjs,. and 
0?, fiili'-i 0 to 4 I'P.I objectives. 

3. Annn-.: the Gr.u.'.e 4, ^,ill 1075 pupiis- 

4o/ failed 13 to 16 i '.T objectives, 
32Z faileJ 17 ::o 20 PRI objectives, 
21Z failed 9 tj 12 objectives, 

7% failed 5 to B objectives, and 

0:i failed 0 to 4 PRT objectives. 



4. Anon^ the 73 Gradas 4 and 5 Snrin?;, 1976 pupils- 

18^< failed 13 to lf> PRT objectives, 

11% failed 17 to 20 PRI ^-^bjectives , 

33% failed 0 to 12 PRI cb.iectives, 

33% failed 5 to 8 PRI objectives, and 

5% failed 0 to 4 PRT objectives. 

Ta!)le 2B shows the distribution of pu^ll nnstery of instruc- 
tional objectives prior to instruction. The data indicate that: 

1. x\r.cnn the 34 Grade ^5, Fall l')75 vapils- 

53% riastered 2G7- to 50% of the 16 PRI o^-^jectives 
2f',% nastered 51% to 75% of the 16 PRI objectives, 
71% nastered 0% to 25^^ '^f the 16 PRI objectives, and 
0% nas tared 76% to 100%. 

2. Anon^^. the 62 Grade 4, Fnll l'^75 pupils- 

AO'/ mastered :>6% to 50% of the 20 PRI objectives. 
15%, nascered 51% to 75% of the 2^ PRI ol^ectives. 
45% mastered 0% to 25% of the 20 PRI objectives, and 
0% nar.tered 76% to 100% of th.:: 20 PRI o>^jectives. 

3. /innnr, thci 24 Grades 2 and 3, Spring ir^76 pupils- 

34% '-last.^red 26% to 50% nf the 1^^ P^ll objectives, 
17" nr,stered 51% ti 75% of tbo 16 PRI objectives, 
4'J% nastered '^7 to 25% of the 16 PRI objectives, and 
0% nastc^red 76% to 1^0%. 

4. Anonr, the 73 Grad::S 4 and 5, Spring l'^76 pupils- 

307 nastared 26'' to 5n;' oF the 20 PRI o'.jectives, 
46% nattered 5i% to 75% of the 20 PRI objectives, 
19% nast.-'red 07 to 2^7 of the 2o pRi objectives, 
6% -nastore-' 7^% ho iO'^-% the 20 ]T.I ol^jectivps. 

Table 2 C sho-\'^; tr - U'=^tributi">n of -m^jl nastery by instruc- 

t:i->n'^l objective ns a r.*sult instrncti'^n. The data indicited that 

1. There was i.vistory of oVjectives anon?; the Grarle 3, Fall 1975 
•urvliq; 10^7 for 2102 :m\ 2A;2, V'l for 23^-4 and 2^i^l, 027 for 2104, 

for y^'^^^^, '^"Z. for 23^1, 02"' for 210^,; 7'^% for 2408, 75% for 2205 

n::d 2403, f^07 for 2^d.l, 67!^ For 2A04, ^AV- for 21^'7, 6'.% for 24O0, 
:\n\ 407 for 21'>5. 

2. Tbv.'re wir, nnstiiry of -^^ jriCti/":.s nMoiv> the Grade 4, ^■'ill 1075 pupil 
l'^07 for 2303 and ''412, :4 / f^r 2A''*^6, 'r^ f^r 2I^>1, ^27 f^r 2LI0, 
;rv' for 2205, 707 f->r 23^^5, 73/ f :V/\l, 67% for 21O0, an'^ 2304, 

:: 21'"/>, 507 f.^r 21'"7, 537 for 21^2 ard 21o4, 5^^% for 220r> 



and 2404, 45% for 2411, and 0% for 2403, 2408, and 2409. 

There was nastery of objectives amon^; the Grades 2 and 3, Spring 

1975 pupils; 100% for 2304, 94% for 2401, 87% for 2107, S6% for 
2406 and 2412, 82% for 2106 and 2411, 73%^ for 2205, 71% for 2404, 
70% for 2102, 67% for 2105 and 2303, 65% for 2403, 56% for 2104, 
53% for 2408, and 37% for 2409. 

There was nastery of objectives anonp, the Grades 4 and 5, Spring 

1976 pupils; 100% for 2101 and 2303, 96% for 2110, 95% for 2205, 
92% for 2107, 91% for 2305, 89% for 2102 and 2104, 87% for 
2304 zn<] 2404, 85% for 2412, 83% for 2409, 80% for 2106, 75% for 
2401, 727 for 2206, 70% for 2403, 68% for 2406, 61% for 2411, 
60% for 2403, V".-! S57 for '^10^^, 

Table 2 D shows the distribution of the nunber of instructional 
objectives nastered after instruction. The data indicate that: 

1. the 34 Grade 3, Fr.ll 1975 pupils: 

32% nastcred 3 to 4 objectives and 5 to 6 objectives, 15% 
aastered 7 to 8 ob^^^ctives, 12% iristered 1 to 2 objectives, 
6 % nastered 9 to 10 objes^tilves, and 37.. nastered 0 objectives. 

2. Anonp, the 62 Grp.de 4, Fall 1^:75 pupils; 

32% nastered 5 to f-) objectives;, 27% mstered 3 to 4 objectives, 
187 mastere.' 7 to '<\ oLjectivos, 15% nastered 1 co 2 objectives, 
37 nastered 9 to 10 objectives^ and 5% mastered 0 objectives. 

3. .-InKivr the 24 (■:rades 2 and 3, Snrinp, 1976 pupils; 

38% nastered 7 to 8 objectives, 34% nrstered 5 to 6 objectives, 
12/ n?5tcred 9 to 10 objectives, 8% nastered 3 to 4 objectives, 
4/ r./isturd I Lo 2 ol) jecLlivcs ■ ] ]. M xr, -, , 
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TABLE 2 A 



DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL NON-MASTERY ON in^ETEST AND NO POSTTEST 
FOLLOW-UP, 1975-76 

No, of Instructional No, of Pupils Percentage of Pupils 

Objectives Failed Who Failed Is^io Failed 

Grade 3 (N=34) 
Fal;. 1975 



13-16 


4 


12% 


9-12 


17 


50% 


5- 8 


12 


35% 


0- 4 


1 


3Z 



Grade 4 (N=6_) 
Fall 1975 



Grades 2 & 3 
Spring 1976 



Grades 4 & 5 
Spring 1976 



12 




17-20 20 32% 

13-16 25 40% 

9-12 13 21% 

5- 8 4 IZ 

0- 4 0 07. 

(M=24) 

13-16 11 46% 

9-12 9 37% 

5~ 0 4 17%. 

0- 4 0 C% 

(N=73) 

17-20 8 11% 

13-16 13 i:.7. 

9-12 24 3?: 

5- 8 24 33;'' 

0- 4 4 5Z 



TABLE 2 B 



DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL MASTERY OF INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES PRIOR 
TO INSTRUCTION, 1975-76 



Percentage of Mastery Number of Percentage 

of Instructional Objectives Pupils of Pupils 



' Grade 3, Fall 1975 
(N=34) 

76 - 100% 
51 - 75% 
26 - 50% 
0 - 25% 

Grade 4, Fall 1976 
(N=62) 

76 - 100% 
51 - 75% 
26 - 50% 
0 - 25% 

Grades 2 & 3, Sprinf> 1976 
(K=24) 

76 - ioc>; 

51 - 75% 

25 - 50% 
0 - 25.;' 

Gr.-^de;; 4^5, Spring l'v76 
(.--73) 

76 - 100% 
51 - 75% 

26 - 50% 
0 - 25% 



(13-16) 0 0% 

( 9-12) 9 26% 

( 5- 8) 18 53% 

(0-4) 7 21% 



(16-20) 0 0% 

(11-15) 9 15% 

( 6-ir ) 25 40% 

( 0- 5) 28 45% 



(13-lf.') 0 f?% 

( 9-12) 4 17% 

( 5- 0) 3 34% 

( 0- 4) 12 49% 



(1.^-20) 4 6% 

(11-15) 34 46% 

( 6-10) 22 30% 

( 0- 5) 13 13% 
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TABLE 2 C 



OtfiTRlBUTION OF PUPIL rL\STERY BY INSTRUCTIOMAL OBJECTIVE AS A 

RESULT OF IKSTR^fCTIOM, 1975-7G 



Instruct:* onal 
Objectives 



Pall 



3 

1975 



Fall 1975 



Ratio of // Pupils Achievinp,/ Percentaj^e 
// Pupils Ant^^mptlnp, Mastery of Mastery 



2102 


07/07 


100% 


2im 


1]/12 


92% 


2105 


04/10 


40% 


2106 


:'C/22 


82% 


2107 


x4/22 




2205 


03/04 


75/"' 


2303 


05/06 


u3% 


2304 


15/16 


94% 


2401 


16/17 


94% 


2403 


12/15 


75% 


2404 


04/06 


67% 


2406 


2.7/20 


05% 


2408 


15/19 


79% 


2409 


06/10 


60% 


24il 


11/16 


69% 


2412 


14/14 


100% 


2101 




90% 


2102 


10/1? 


53% 


2104 


10/19 


53% 


2106 


'':/57 


66% 


2107 


2!j//(? 


59% 


2109 


01/03 


67% 


2110 


27/33 


fi2% 


220j 


0",/10 


80%" 


2206 


'••3/0', 


50% 


2303 


02 /CO 


100% 


23C4 


22/33 


67% 


2305 


15/19 


79% 


2 :01 


or! /II 


73% 


2403 


00/01 


0% 


2't04 


15/30 


50% 


2406 


A8/51 


94% 


2^:08 


00/00 


0% 


2409 


00/00 


o;: 


2411 


19/42 


45% 


?/:12 


01/01 


100% 
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TABLE 2 C (continued)- 



DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL l-LivSTERY BY INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVE AS A- 
RESULT OF INSTRUCTION, 1975-76 



Instructional 
Objectives 



Ratio of /' Pupils Achieving/ 
// Pupils Attenptinc; Mastery 



Percentage 
of Mastery 



Grades 2 i 3 
Spring 1976 



2102 
2104 
2105 
2106 
2107 
2205 
2303 
?30A 
2401 
2403 
2404 
2406 
2403 
2409 
2411 
2412 



07/10 

09/16 

08/12 

14/17 

13/15 

08/11 

06/09 

07/07 

15/\6 

11/17 

05/07 

19/22 

03y]:5' 

03/08' 

09/11 

19/22 



70% 
56% 
67% 
82% 
87% 
73% 
67% 
100% 
94% 
65% 
71% 
86%. 
53? 
37% 
82% 
86% 



Grades 4 & 5 
Spring 1976 



2101 
2102 
2104 
2106 
2107 
2109 
2110 
2205 
2:^/)6 
23-3 
2304 
2305 
2401 
2 403 
2404 
2406 
2408 
2409 
2411 
2412 



30/30 
2j/28 
25/23 
20/35 

44/;:; 

20/36 
22/23 
19/20 
26 '.6 
C3/ Oo 
07/0!] 
21/23 
06/08 
19/27 
14/16 
32/47 
18/30 
15/13 
19/31 



100% 

89% 

ye:: 

80% 
92% 
55% 
96% 

:5% 

72% 
100% 
87% 
91% 
757, 
70% 
87% 
68% 
60% 
83 Z 
61% 
85^ 
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TABLE 2 D 



DISTRIBUTION OF THE. MUMBER OF INSTRUCTIONAL ^OBJECTIVES MASTERED 
AFTER INSTRUCTION, 1975-76'-^ 



No, of Instructional; 
Objectives Mastered 



No. of Pupils 



Percentage 
of Pupils 



Grade 3, Fall 1975 
(N=34) 







0 




1 


- 2 


3 


- 4 


5 


-■ 6 


7 


- 8 


9 


-10' 


11 


-16 



Grade 4, Fall 1975'' 
(N=62) 



0 




1 


- 2 


3 


- 4 


5 




7--' 6 




-10 


ii 


-20, 



4 
11 
11 ■ 

5 

2 

0 



3 
9 
17 
20 
11 
2 
0 



Grades 2 


6c 


3, Spring 1976 




(N=24) 












0 ^' 


0 






1-2 .- 


1 






3 ~ 4; 


2 






5 - 5 


8 






7 - 8 


9 






9-rlO 


3 






: 11 - 


1 




,^ ' 


12 -20 


0 


Grrrlef? A 


& 


'5, Spiring 1976 






1 










o' .. 


0 




y 


1-2 
3 - 4 


2 

9 






5-6 


33 






■ 7-8 


23 






9 -10 


6 






11 -20 


0 



« s% 

12% 
32% 
32% 
15% 

6% 



5% 
15% 
27% 
32% 
13% 
3% 
0% 




0% 

3% ^ 
12% 
45% 
32% 

G% 

0:2 



t 
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TABLE 2 E 



DISTRIBUTION OF PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ACHIEVING .VARIOUS LEVELS 
OF MYSTERY OF INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES, 1975-76 



Percentage of Mastery of 
Instructional Objectives 
(# of Objectives Achieved/ 
// of Objectives Attempted) 



No. of Pupils 



Grade 3 - Fall 1975 
(N=34) 



Grade 4 - Fall 1975 
(N=62) 



Grades 2 
(N=24) 



& 3 



Grade 5 ■ 
(N=73) 



Spring 



Percentage 
of Pupils 



90-100% 


14 


41 7 


80-89 % 


4 


XJL/o 


70-79 % 


6 


17% 


60-69 % 


3 


U /O 


50-59 % 


2 




40-49 % 


2 


5Z 


30-39 % 


3 


8Z 


20-29 % 


0 




10-19 % 


0 


07 


0- 9 % 


2 


S7 


90-100% 


22 




80-89 % 


11 




70-79 % 


7 




60-69 Z ' 


8 






2 




40-49 % 


0 


07 


30-39 % 


2 




20-29 % 


4 


/ /J 


10-19 % 


4 


77 


C- 9 Z 


2 




.ng 1976 






90-100% 




1A7 




5 


?1 7 


70-79 


3 


1 97 


60-59 Z 


5 


21% 


50-55 Z 


1 


4% 


40-4:; % 


1 


4% 


30-39 % 


1 


4% 


20-29 % 


0 


0% 


lC-19 Z 


0 


OZ 


0- 9 


0 


0% 


76 






90-103% 


26 


36% 


ao-89 % 




32% 


70-79 / 


11 


15% 


60-69 Z 


6 


8% 


50-59 % 


2 


3% 


40-49 % 


4 


5% 


30-39 Z 


0 


0% 


20-29 Z 


. 1 


1% 


lU-19 % 




0% 


0- 9 Z 


0 


0% 



. 17 



4, Among the 73 Grades 4 and 5, Spring 1976 pupils; 45% mastered 
5 to 6 objectives, 32% mastered 7 to 0 objectives, 12% mastered 
3 to 4 objectives, 8% mastered 9 to 10 objectives, and 3% 
mastered 1 to 2 objectives. 

Table 2 E shows the distribution of percentage of pupils 
achieving various levels of mastery of instructional objectives. 
The data indicate that: 

1. Among the 34 Grade 3, Fall 1975 punils, that 69% of the pupils 
achieved 70% to 100% of objectives. 

2. Among the 62 Grade 4, Fall 1975 pupils, 64% of the pupils 
achieved 70% to 100% msstery of objectives. 

3. i\mcng the 24 Grades 2 and 3, Spria;:, l'J76 pupils, 67% of the 
pupils achieved 70% to 100% master of objectives « 

4. ^\mong the 73 Grades 4 and 5, Spring 1976 pupils 5 83% of the 

pupils achieved 70% to 100% mastery of objectives. 

Evaluation Objective ^^3: To determine the extent to which 
program, as actually carried out, riiiicicnd with the program 
^9 described in the project proposal. 

On-site visits and obsarv?.tions, in-'ierviews and conferences 

v/ith the str_ff and r.:?vsonne;l at the Childrens' Art C-.rnival and 

at the participating schools revealed that the Prop^ram was 

carried out as described in the Proposal. It was noted that: 

- The project coordinator and the st:.ff were very sup;?ortive 
of the Program. 

- The job description of the staff differentiated ret-pon- 
-^Lbilities of th^ personnel. 

- The cluldren appeared delighte<I to be in the Art Carnival 
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and enjoyed participating in all the activities. 



The children who were involve ! in the personally expressive 
program progressed from a nou-participant to an active parti- 
cipant in the workshopo and in small group activities. 

Absence of the children at the Art Carnival was nil and absence 
at the small group meet g was mininal. 

Creative work of the children were displayed. Childicen produced 
puppets, poems, stories, paintings, prints, pottery, and 
animated films. 

The children worked on reading and connunicatioi: skill- 
oriented activities in snail groups at the school sites. 
The activities were predicated on art experiences at the 
Childrens' x\rt Carnival. 

There was pervasive staff interaction ar.d high staff morale. 
The entliusiasn was carried through by the participating class- 
room teachers and the reading specialicts into the classrooms. 

Library resources were tripled by donations from McCravz-Hill 
and Random House Publishers and from the Museum of Modern Art, 

Instructional materials at the Art Carnivil which were used 
by the particpating pupils were partly funded by Title I 
and by the Childrens* Art Carnival. 

Some district administrators haJ requested for school participation 
in the progran. 

There were excellent teaching mnttir J.:tls prepared by the reading 
specialists. 

Some school personni^l did not seen to fully understand the 
c;Or'>ls and logif^tics r2 the progr;:.n. 

A /^rer.t deal of internal evaluation wa's p».;rformed by the 

cist tt^achtjrs and rea ding specialists. They used logs and 
v^deo-tar.es to anr.lyze teacher-pupil perf orriances. 

Oncfe' a* v;eek, the staff of tlie prop.ram and the Staff of psyclio- 
lo:?;lsts from the City University of New York met to discuss 
the childrens' problens, growth, and development. 

There was a discrepancy betv;een the grade levels desig- 

atod in the Proposil and inplenented In the Program. The 
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Proposal designated participant's fron target schools; P.S. 



3, C.S.77, P.S. 98, P.S. 123, ana P.S. 186. The Program was 
inplenented at Pi^S.o, P.S. 98, P.S. 126, P.S. 132, and P.S. 161. 

The severe budget reductions had resulted in a -large scale 
reorganization of schools and classrooins, to which the Program 
had to adapt. The total bud,-et for the school year 1975-76 
Including, direct costs was $100,100.00. This represented a per 
pupil cost of $491.00 in Flail -1575 and $477.00 in Spring 1976 
based upon a population of 102 in Fall and 105 in Spring. 
Progran Jll^ilejnentajion Based on Prior Reconinendations 

The comments on the ten reconmendations stated in the Medley 
Report of Schjol Year 1974-.75 were based on observations, inter- 
views, conferences, and a study of the 1975-76 Project Proposal. 

:<econrnendation ^fl: The supnlenentary services as available to 
the schooxs the previous year (1974-73) had been niaincained. 

Bud^^etary limitations did not pornit writing it in the Proposal. 

Recoir.mendation Tiu childrra should not be br ought from lonr^ 
distances, over 20 ninutes to a half hrur, to the Carnival. 

Linitinp the distance allowable for children to come to the 
Art Cr.rnival had been rejected. The restriction v/ould deprive 
potential participants beyond a 20 nile comr/atation tine fron 
the benefits of a Titlci I proiu^atn to which they Wv:re lepially entitled. 

Recor.'nendations if 3 and 'H: More liaL^on work v/ith the schools should 
be done. Culninnting activities should rec-eive nore attention. 

i.xpandini^ public relations, brochure printing, L.nd program 
activities Leyond thosa enpac^ed in durine the previous year were 
not possible under the 1975-76 personnel and budgetary limitations. 

?.ecoT:Tnendation //5: The Prescriprive Reading Inventory is a long 
an:l cunbersotne test. 

The replacement of the 27 pa^.e McGraw-Hill-Prescriptive Reading 
Inventory as a diagnostic instrument had: been rejected because the 
staff felt that the ?RI had the best dia:;;nostic capability for the 
read?n>; problens encountered amone the participating tarf^et population, 
e.o-; the Stanford Diajr^nostic Test fails tn place students for maximum 
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validity and the Pope Inventory lacks comprehencive objective 
coverage* 

Recommendation #6: More parent participation should be encouraged. 

Since the Parent Advisory Council requires that members be 
parents of participating children, parents had been encouraged 
to become actively involved. Beyond this, it can only be said 
that the daytime activities of parents can not be coerced. 

Recommendation #7: The call for longer teaching sessions with 
one less public school tutorial session, had been rejected in> 
tarras of the limitation of the children's attention span and 
the importance of the tutorial assistance. However, the recom- 
mendation had been partially implemented by extending the instruc- 
tional cycle from 12 to 18 week sessions. 

RecommeTidatioG //8; The cnll for an u. 'Vv^ e..d of teaching to 
help meet the eviluation deadline i-a- I-^'-n implemented. The 
post testing date had baen schedule for mid-Kay 197^^ 

Recommendation #9: Supplies should be more abundan': and a greater 
variety of materials should be used. 

Budgetary limitations had caused rejection of the call for 
the enrichmc-nt of materials at Txrf^^tov expense. In fact, the 
Program had come to rely hc>aviiy on donations from publishing 
companies, art museums, and donatic^r of art ari other matcri;n«. 

Recommendatioa #10: The preceding year's call for oxtendinr; the 
Program upwards to the 5th graders (age 11 or nore) had been 
inplemcntrcd -fn SprlnLj 1976. 



V Sb^'l.J^Y 0^ MAJOR FIL,DIFGS, CONCL^".: UM<, AND RLCOrir-IENDATIONS 

There was unaniraouci endorsement of the Proj?;ra!P from the 
ad-.inistrators, teachers, s^.aff, and schoc- y^^rsonnel, Te^t 
results indicate that more than 70% of the pupils mastered 
n^re than three instructional objectives; that 85% of the 34 
Grade 3, Fall 1975 pupils mastered 3 to 10 objectives, that HOri 
oc the 62 Grade 4, ^all 1975 pupils mastered 3 to 10 objectives. 
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that 96% of the 24 Grades 2 and 3, Spring 1976 pupils mastered 
3 to 11 objectives, and that 97% of 73 Grades 4 and 5 pupils 
mastered 3 to 10 objectives • The test results also indicate that 
69% of the 34 Grade 3, Fall 1975 pupils that 64% of the 62 
Grade 4, Fall 1975 pupils, that 67% of 24 Grades 2 and 3, Spring 
1976 pupils and that 83% of the 73 Grades 4 and 5, 1976 Spring 
pupils had achieved 70% to 100% nastery of objectives. 

It can be concluded that the Program was able to achieve 
its objective. 

Hp. ha^^Ts of t-Mi f\ndinr5^, it in reconnended thats 

1. The progran he recycled and expan;!ed for the school year 
1976^77, 

2. Provision be nade for encouraging library resources and 
instructional materials support fron donors in view of 
budgetary liuitations. 

3. rhe "'voluntary" services of the Pcycho-educational Team be 
requested and made continually available to participatinp, 
pupils with special probltn::. 

4. A Mobile Art Carnival an.:/or a District: Mini-Art Carnival 
be considered in f cr thcoiriinp, proposals to allow for parti-- 
cipation of all 32 Title I school districts. 

5. The modification of the use of the PRI (The Red Book, Level A 
for grades 1 to 3, contains 123 items covering 22 reading 
objectives and the Green Book, Level B for grades 4 to 6, 
contains 153 itenis covering 32 readini^ objectives are 
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administered from 4 to 6 sessions for a total of 3 1/2 to 4 hours) 
be considered within the franework of th'^ inclusion of items 
exploring basic phonic and comprehension skills and the exclusion 
of other items* 

6, The SED objectives be reviewed, modified, and revised by 
e::panding the categories on basic phonic and comprehensive 
skills to allow for diagnostic specificity of the criter:ion- 
referenced McQraw Hill: Prescriptive Readinj^ Inventory, 



1. The MIR Table 13 be reviewed to allow for modification of 
criterion-referenced test data entry that would indicate 
parameters (extra colunns) in assessing effectiveness of 
individualized instruction; i.e.; r;tudents who fail in the 
pre-test nay reveive or may not receive instruction to 
achieve mastery dut* to staff and/or time limitations. 

8. Sixth grade pupilq be given an opportunity to be involved in 

the expressive art-oriented readirg program. 

9. The excellent staff-prepared teaching materials be made 
available to the cooperating teachers who assist in 
reinforcing the development of reading skills in the 
classroom and who travel with the children to the Art Carnival. 

10. -The program be submitted for validation for state -?ar; n-itional 
dissemination under Titl^l^^-Cat the Offices of "Prograus That 
V7ork" at Albany, N?v York and Washlngtcn, D.C. 

11. The prOf;ran wa*; des:lRned to cerve 30 children at any one tine 
in the v/orlcB-iopy . Currently the pmnran is servin5T 35 students, 
If Possible, within current budf^etnry restraints, the pro};ran 
Tv'orksliops should Btrve nniy 30 children onp. tine. 



Title I: B/E Function //09-69635 
APPENDIX A 
PROGRAM A3STPACT 

The Childrens' Art Carnival Creative Readinp, Program, a motivational 
program through the medium of art which was on its second year of Title I 
funding in 1975-76, was designed to service 210 Title I eligible 
children in grades 2 to 5 who were at least one grade below in reading. 
The Program was offered in two independent 13 week sesfsions, each servicing 
three groups of approximately .35 children from six participating schools; 
P.S.9SM,P.S.161M,P.S.126BX, in Fall 1975 and P.S.8BK,P.S.132M,and P.S.161M 
in Spring 1975. The children attended workshops at the Art Carnival lot 
one hour on Tuesdays and Thursdays and received 45 minutes of rea.ling 
instruction from the reading specliliijts --t the school site on two ether 
days of thc^ v?eek. The basic goal of the Program was to help the children 
achieve mastery of selected instructional objectives based on individually 
diagnosed reading needs, which they failed prior to instruction, as 
measured by a battery of criterion-referenced tests, the McGraw Hill: 
Prescriptive Reading Inventory. 

As a result of participation in the rro5;',raTn, 35% of Grade 3 and 81% 
of Grade 4, Fall 1975 and 96% of Grades 2 /.aanJ 37% of Grades ^&5, Spring 
1976 participating children mastered from 3 to 10 PRI objectives. Sixty- 
rin.v percent (69%) of Grade 3,64% of Grade 4,67%of Grades 2&3,and 83% of 
Grades 4&5 participating pupils achieved 70% to 100% mastery of instruc- 
tional objectives. The Program was carried out as described in the Progr?;in 
Proposal. There was unanimous endorsement of the Progran from administrat- 
ion, teachers, staff, and collaborative personn l.It is recommended th:X 
the Program be recycled, expanded, and submitted for validation for state 
and national dissemination under Title I'^-G, "programs t:hat Work" at 
Albany, New York and Washing tonDD.C. for tha follov^ing school year. 
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OFFICi: OF EDUCATIONAL EVAIUATIOH - DATA LOSS FORM FALL 1975 



(attach to NimilVE) Function f09-6'J635 



In this table enter all Data Loss information, Between the MIR and this form, all participants in 
each activity must be accounted for, The component and activity codes used in completion of the MIR 
should be used here so that the two tables match, See definitions below tablj for further instructions. 



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Component Activity Group Test Total Number Participants Reasons %y Students Were Nura- 

Code Code I.D. Used N Tested/ ' I'ot Tested/ I'.ct Testwl, Or IF Tested^ ber 

Ar.alyzed i'.nalvzed Were Not A-ialyzed 



■ \ ^ ' PRI emotions 'ly unable to 

6iO;8!l4 0 0 ' 7 2 0 Grade 4 McGraw 70 62 8 11! p-rt:! dpa t o in nro!;ram 3 
, ' Hill left program btv.ore 

! : i ' • j i.' st"'"est ' in'; -moved .3 

'■ I i Green ' Strici's iangua:;2 problem 

N.E,ii;bVed ij Bib'ngual class 1 



! I 



1 



• ' , FRI 

6;0f3 1 3 0 0 7 2 0 Grade 3 McGraw 35 % 1 3 Moved-left prorran before 1' 



Hill ' Pjst-testinp, 

Red : ! : 



in 

N 



(1) Identify the participants by specific grade level Ui.gi, grade 3, grade 9), Where Ss:m'al grades 
are combined, enter the last two digits ox the component code, 

(2) Identify the test used and year of publication (HAT-70, SDAT-74, Ibughton Mifflin (IPMS Level 1 etc.) 

(3) Number of participants in the activity, 

(4) Number of participants included in the pre and posttest calculations, 

(5) Number and percent of participants not tested and/or not analyjie';. 

(6) Specify all reasons why students were not tested and/or analyzed, If any further documentation it 
available, please attach to this form. If further space is needed to £;:?.lfy :.'xplain data loss, 
attach additional page.) to this form. 

2v (7) For each reason specified, provide separate number count, 30 
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OFFICE OF EDUCATIOHAL EVALUATION - DATA LOSS FOPH. . SPiViNH 1976 
llttach "to NARIUTIVE) Function // 09-69635 

In this table enter all Data Loss information. Between the MIR and this form, all participants in each 
•^otivitY must be accounted for, The component and activity codes used in coffipletion of the MIR shoul'J be 
used here so that the two tables match, Sse definitions below table for further instructions, 



Component 
Code 



(1) : (2) I (3) (A) (5) . (6) 

Activity Group Test Total N-jmber Participants Reasons Why Students Were Nutiber 

ACode LD, i Used ' N iTested/ Not Test-i/ Hot Test.- d, Or If Tested, , 

' ; ; !Analyzed ! Ana lyzed W^re Not Aiialyzed 



6 0 0 14 0 0 



PRI 



7 2 0 'Grades jMcGrawi SO 
' 4 & 5 'Hill I 



73 '7 9 icame latf' i-ito program- 
' no time f^r -p psttest 
Truent 




a-English 

severe, ianau s f^e problem, 



3 
3 
1 



6'0 8 1 3. 0 0 7 2 0 ICrades McGraw! 25 
■ ' ■ 2 n 'Hill ' 



(1) IdWthe participants by'sUic ^rade level (e.g.> ^j rlTOi^Tlie^ are 
combined enter the last two digits of the component code. ^^^^^ ^ ^^^^ 

(2) Identify the test used and year of publication (MAT-70,SDAT-74, Hou.nton ^ 

(3) Number of participants in the activity, 

(4) Number of participants included in the pre and posttest calculat ons. 

(5) Number and percent of participants not tested and/er not analyzed. j^cumentation is 

attach additional pages to this form. 
(7) i:or each reason specified, provide a separate number count. 
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[;;jved before post-testing I 1 



1 



0 1 

0-^ 



no 
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Th(^ University of the State of l^Tew..York. ' 
THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
Bureau of Urban and Connunity Prograns Evaluation 
Albany, New York 12234 

MAILED INFORI-IATION REPORT FOR CATEGORICALLY AIDED EDUCATION PPOJECTS 

SECTION II • ■ • 

1975-76 School Year ^ 

Due Date! July 1,- 197^- ^ 



SED Project Nunber: 



i 3 i 0 0 I 0 0! 



6J 



BE Function Nunber (N.Y.C, only): 

Children's Art Carnival 



9 i 6i ;9i || TT'sl 



Project Title_ 



Creative Reading Progratn 



0 ! 2 



Nav York, N.¥^> 10031 



Nanc and Title of Person Conpleting this forn: 
Nane Dr. Aurea A. Marcado 



Title 



Evaluation-Consul tant 



Telephone Nunber 201 

^ (Area *Code) 



289-6798 



School District Nain s Children's Art Carnival (District 75) 
Schoold District Address 62 Hanilton Terrace ' 



Dat:e this fom was conpleted _June_/ 14 / 1976 / 



•TITLE I: B/E Function //09-696j5 

procra:i abstract 

The Childrens' Art Carnival Creat~ive Reading Program, a motivational 
program through the medium of art which was on its second year of Title I 
funding in 1975-76, was designed to service 210 Title I eligibJa children 
in grades 2 to 5 who were at least one grade below in reading. The Prop:ram 
was offered in two independent 18 week sessions, each servicing three 
groups of approximately 35 children from six participating schools; P,S,98M, 
P,S,161M, and P.S.126BX in Fall 1975 and P.S.8BK,*-P.S,132M, and P.S.161M 
in Spring 1976. The children attended x^orkshops at the Art Carnival for 
one hour on Tuesdays and Thursdays and received 45 minutes of reading 
instruction from the reading specialists at the school site on two other 
days df the week. The basic goal of the Program v/as to help the children 
achieve mastery of selected instructional objectives based on individually 
diagnosed reading needs, which they failed prior to instruction, as 
measured by a battery of criterion-referenced tests, the McGraw Hill: 
Prescriptive Reading Inventory. 

As a result of participation in the Program, 85% of Grade 3 and 
of Grade 4, Fell 1975; and 96% o^ Grades 2 S 3 and 97%' of Grades 4 & 5, 
Spring 1976 participating children nastered from 3 to 10 PRI cb,j ectivos, 
::ixty-nine peraent(69%) of Grade 3, 64% of Grade 4, 67% of Grades 2 L 3, 
-rcl 83% of GradijS 4 & 5 participating pupils achieved 70% to 100% r.astery 
cf instructional objectives. The Program was carried out as 'described in 
Lhe Program Proposal • There was unanimous endorsement of the Program from 
afninlstration, teachers, staff, and collaborative personnel. It is 
recnmmended that the Program be recycled, expanded, and submitted for 
validation for state and national dissemination under Title I'^'-^G, "Prcgra?i3 
that Work" at Albany, New York and I'ashinc.toa DC for the following sch'^ol 
year. 



2101 
2102 
2103 
2104 
2105 
2106 
2107 
2108 
2109 
2110 



2201 
2212 



2302 
2303 

2305 
2:05 



2^01 
2 '02 
:^'*03 

9 



2407 
2408 
2409 



2411 
2412 
2413 
243 



N.Y. 5:tATE CDUCATIOr^ DEPARTMENT 
CLASSIFICATION OF IMST'^UCTIONAL rlASTERY 
^'or Ihje on Table 13 



Instructional Objective 



PHONETIC ANALYSIS 

Letter Recop;nition 

Initial Consonants 

Medial Consonants 

Final Consonants and Blends 

Consonant Blends 

Vr.TTelG: Single Letters 

Vowels: Mora than one Letter 

Consonant Digraph 

.Sileni: Consonants, Hards and Soft C & G 
RlrTiing Words 



STRUCTURiYL ANALYSIS 
Cor>pound Unrds 
Contractions- 
'203 Ending. 



2204 

2206 "^"^^"^ 
2207 
2208 



Prefixes, Suffixes, Affixes 



Prepositions, Pl^.rases 
Sentence Structure 
V'unctuation 



VOCABULARY 
^^^^ Antonyms 



Fo^of^raplis 
liotnonyns 
Synonyms 
Vnrl Meaning 
IL;L :.:ror.yTtis 

C0MPRrni:\[STGW 

Fantasy ;.ynd Reality 
Classifying 

Infi^rences, C-use or Effect 
Far**:; and Details 





^ :^ Folic./Inp Directions 

' ' Main Ideas 



Picture Clues 
Drawing Conclusions 
Sequence 

1'^^° Literary Forms 



Author's Purpose and Techniques 

Sett4.nv; and Character Analysis 

Fipufes of Speech, Idions,' Colloquialisms. etc. 

Conpnric^on.-^/.nalr.^icSjfimilor;, Metaphor s,c-tc. 
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13. Criterion Refcranced T-^st (C?J) Results. 

In ti'.e table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test ros'jlts 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of prcr,rans in reaJin:^ and ciatheniatics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration, Use the Instructional Hastcry codes any.ended to this form 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Ple:se provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Grade 3 - Fall 1975 (5-34) 



h'ctes t Post test 



1 

[ 

Component 
Code 


Instruc- . I 

tional I Publisher 
Mastery \ \ 
Code ! j 


Level 


NOf of Pupil:- 

Passinfi Failinf^ 
, (1) (2) 


of Hoi'er . . 

Fupils Pupils 
From Frora 
Co, (2) Col, (2) 


■ 

6 0 : 3 1 1 


i 

1 i 

3;o 


0 


■ ' 1 

2' 110 12 IMcGrairllillipRi i 


A-Red 


1^ ' 9 


P;..cini? Failing 
7 : 2 


1 

6 0 8 1 






0 


-Ml ' 

2!l!niA : " M 


II 


! 

i u 


1 

■ 1,: 1 3 


6 0 3,1 




0 


0 


2 M 1 n Is i It .1 


tl 


1 
1 

._21__: 11 




7 


6 0 3 1 




0 


0 


2 


! ' : 

lioifl " i> <- 


11 


u 


?] ■ 




5 


6 0 g: 1 




1 

0 


0 


2 


1 


i 1 

n 1 7 i " II " 


II 


12 


22 


1 

\h i r; 


i 

6 0 i 8 ' 1 




0 


, ! ! 
0 2 1 


1 i 


II 


22 


,12 


! 

3 1 ? 


1 

6 O'3'l 


J , ' i ; 1 1 1 

'3i0'0 'girnh ! " - " 


fl 


2.^ 


6 


i 

5 , 1 


6 0 8 1' 3 0 '0 \ ] 


OA'" 11 " 




7 


I .■ 

27 ' 15 


12 



i 
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13. Criterion keferenced Test (CRT) Results, 



In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of pro(^rans in reading, and mathen::tics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes .appended to this for;;i 

for those skills which the program atteapted to improve. Fb.as^' nrovide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Grade 3 - Fall 1975 (continu. ''"i 




13, Criterion Roforeucid Tc:it (Cm) Results, 

In the ta^:le below, entsr the reqi lgJ ip.:crr:Ution about criterion referer.ced teT<: re^ultJ 
used to evaluate the Effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics;. particularly for thosi 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery Codes appended to this fora 

for those skills which the pror;.-.n atter.ited to inprove, Please prwide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use addiuonai si,-:ets if nxcssary. 



Graded - Fall 1575 (N=62) 



Conponent 
Code 


Instruc- 
tional 

Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


FasGing 


^lils 

Fallin?, 
— (i)— 


I'o, of 

Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 


IIo, of 
Pupils 
from 
Col. (2) 

„.J.l.... 


6 


0 


8 


1, 


4 


0 


0 


2 


1 


0 


1 


''"Cr.-w HilliP'^l 




\k 




37 


6 


0 


8 


1 


4 


0 


0 


2 


1 


0 
0 


9 


II II II 


II 


28 


34 


10 


24 


6 


0 


8 


1 


4 


0 


0 
0 


2 


1 




n II ti 


II 


ii„. 




in 




6 


0 


8 


1 


4 


0 


2 


1 


0 


6 


II II 11 


II 






33 


21 


6 


0 


8 


1 


4, 


0 


1 

Oi 2 


,1 
1 


0 


7 


n 11 II 


II 








^ . 


6 


0 




\ 




0 


0 


2 


(J 


9 


11 II II 


II 






1, 


32 . 


6 
6 


0 


?, 


1 


A 


0 


0 


2 


1 


1 


0 


it II n 


II 


...1] 








0 


p« 


i 


i- 


0 


0 


2 


2 


r\ 




II II II 


II 


- 16 


....2i 







6. 


(], 






4- 


0 


0 


9 


9 


,0 




ii II II 


II 


1 

n i-i'^- 








L 


L 




0 


1 

j 

0, 2 


3 


0 


i ' i I 




I 



■•r 
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13, Crlterioa Rcforenced Test (CRT) Results. 

In the table below, entur the rcque:;ted inforaaticu about criterion referenced t-st result': 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of prc^rnins in reading and mathematics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the I.-rrLictioral Mastsry codes appended to this 

for those skills which the pro-.i.i .ri. to i-!••'^v9, Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested. Use additi^,:...! £.;:-C3 if nc^eicary. 



Gr:de 4 - Fall 15*/5 (con'J.nied) 



Pretaat- 



2.mesL.. 



i Instruc- I 
Component j tional I Publisher 
Code I Hasteiy j ; 



6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

.L 
.6, 



1 
0 



LI 



3jL,i..P- 



0 

LJ.. 
1 

f 



0 



2 

i 2 



Level 

( 



No. of 



Li 

I 



II I li 

i 



4 



018 j- . 



0 i 2 



^1 



X 



II II 



n 



II 



1 



II 11 II 



' r 1 "1 rt 

.- .. 

; 


Till 1 n rr 
{^^.^ 


1 1. Ulll 

Col. (2) 

♦ 


I L UIu 

Co:. (2) 
, Failing 


.2L„ 




a2...„. 


.20 


.,?L. .. 

8 


5^ 


1; 

8 


27 

46 


2. 


39 


0 


39 
..... 


21 


41.^.„ 




,.2fl . 




3? 


_W 






AO 




_.0 


..-.40. 


12 


50 


Ul 


50 , . 


5 


h- — " 

57 




.....^H- 



I' II II 



19 



43 



I 

I 



43 



44 



13, Criterion Refcr-^:. - 'J 'i:;;t [r 

In the t^i ■ ■ 
results used to tvalu^i^i t.... 



. i /^f. ;;V,.jt crif^ion refo-iuccd test 

... ;:: - .:j..3 iB riadrr:: ar.d mathenatics; 



Please provide data for eacn ctsc u^G', :.r.d Cv.i leva usaa. 
if necessary, 



Component tk..,il 
Code ; Mastsi; 
; Cod;' 



i 



Pao.iuit! I Fdllii-i fix-:-. ! frea 

I ' 0.) 'Col. (2) 

; Fa.M.i::! 



6 


0 


8 


i 


3 


0 0 














t 1 


I 

— : — 




• 

6 


6 


0 


3 


1 










II 


II 


i 

n 1 


n 






9 


9 


6 


0^ 






A- 

3 




■ ,.J. ' 




11 


II 


M , 


II 




i 




6 


6 


0 


f] 




3 


1 






II 


H 


II 


It 


; ...3 


T9 i 5 


6 


9 


,1, 


J- 
J- 






'■ J^J\ 




tf 


tl 


II 


If 


7 


17 ! 


13 


k 


6 


0 


JL 




3 




.1. ■ 


^ ■ 


II 


II 


It 


n 


, .10,, 


. , .14... I . 


0 
^' 


6 


6 


0 














tl 


II 


II 


!l 




J1.J 




9 


6 


0 






i 

;3 


.la- 


2 


A,:., 


II 


It 


1! 




..,J.[),...-. 




. 7. 


. 1 



I 
I 
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13. Criterion Referenced Test (CRT) Results. 



ft 



In the table below, mter the request' ■ ;■, a'po:.': crl!-o,rlc'^. referenced tost results ; 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of f .. ir •• :■ '3 : "(^i' •t.;' p3'-v:'cu:.i:.ly fnr^ 
those of less than 60 hours duration, Us. , ' , ':'.':^^r%ci-'.is tc ti;is forrii 

for those skills which the progr-am dii ... . co j.:.;. ,. •j.'''ilaase provido; data for each test 
, used and each level tested, Use additional s^^ats if necessary. 



. Instruc- 

i tional 

CotQponent \ Mastery 

Code Cude 



I. 

A^2apd r-,| IS.?') ('.ontinv? ') 




Publish:: 



'■h' 



6|0 13 1 

t I 



6j0i3ji! 



0 'a 



(J :i 



6 .0 3 



6 '0 



3 1 



010 1 2; ^ 



2;/. 



iOji: 



I 
I 

I 



0 !l IMcHLu,, .;..:„ 



0 _L 



f ■ I 1 < 







" II II ' 



It 1; 



r — f^f" 



I' - II : It 



23 



j [rc:ii 

•■ ico:. (2) 

' ."'.-linp ■ 



15 



11 



6 



6 



10 



ly 



11 



I 



47 
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13. Criterion Referenced Test (Clf) Results, 

In the table b^ilow, dntsr the requested information about criterion referenced tcsi: results 
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics;' particularly for those 
of less than 60 hours duration, Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended tO'this'foria 

for those skills which the program attempted to improve^ Please provide data for each test 
used and each level tested* Use additional sheets if necessary, v 



Grades 4 and 5 ^Sprir.g 1976 (N-73) 



J 


C 

i 


onent 
;ode 


Instruc- 
tional 
Mastery 
Code 


Publisher 


Level 


— I'j:at£i 
Nn. ol 

Passing 


iL:,-.,. 

Pupils 
Fallini^ 


^Mn^4 

No, of 

Pupils 
from 

Col.- (2) 
J2asaittc.-.,v 

■ 29 


,t,. 

1!o, of 
Pcplls 
from 

Col. (2 

Failin: 

3 


? 


.1 


8 


1 




0 


oj 2 


1 


o!i 


McGraw Hill:PR 


1 

L B-Grc4 ^1 


32 


6 


0 


3 


1 




0 


0 


2 


1 


0 


2 


II tl !l 




45 


28 


25 


:!3 


6 

6 


0 


8 


1 




0 


0 


2 


1 












25 


3 


0 


3 


1 




0 


0 


2 


1 


0 


6 


tl n ir 






38 


29 


9 


6 


0 


9 


1 




0 


0 


2 


1 


0 


7 


!I U 11 




lil j 


55 


ij, 


11 


6 


0 


iL 






0 


0 


2 


1 


0 


9 


'1 n tr 




27 


46 


20 


26 


6 


0 


fi 


.1.. 




0 


0 


2 


I 


; 


0 


It II II 




...JA , , 


24 


?2 


2 


i 


n 








0 


0 


2 


I 


f) 




II M !l 




50 


23 


19 
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L 




4- 




0 


0 


2 


1 






u It n , 




24 


49 1 2' 




6 


10 


1 
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0 


0 


2 


3 


0 


3 
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13, Crlt'a.on . ;f fcifcac/.u lest . V)!^.^^? 



in th! table biio^ enirar :he • 2quesced l.nfoir;tio- ab:)ut "riter.lor. r'ffc;e/ ■ \s'. 
ussd to evaluate the effectiveness of prograis in ..'e'dlng and lato ic^.; .;?.r' 'ci 
0;: less than 60 hour: duri.don. l!se the Instructional Masc:ry codes appendei cc th_E ..m 

for those skills which the program atteipted to inprova. Please orcv dat:' h: ercb 
used and each lo-vel tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Giad'w k and 5 -Spring .../" {. ovf ..^ / 



Component 
C.-'de 



0 '8 

—4-. 



6io 



if; 



0 0 



iflS'.'ruc- I 

t 'onal : Public!: level 
Mastery 
Code 



H3 



0 



iMcGrawFlll PKi 





t 






Passing 


Falling 


I 





P;,pil 
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Col. (2) 



'^jpils 
from 
Col. 
Fail!- ' 
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It M 
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13. Criterion Referenced Tast (CRT) Results, 



In the table belw, enter the requested Inforioation about criterion leferer.ced test results 
used to evaluate tjie effectiveness of, programs in reading andn!niatheK?/ics; particularly for those 
of less than 60 hol^s duration. Use the Instructional Mastery cod:^G appended to this i'ohb 

for those stalls which the program attempted to kprov.i, Please pr.:vi:le data for ecch te?;': 
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. 



Grade 5 - Spring 1976 (contiuu::!) 



Component 


Instruc- 




Code 


tional 


Publisher 


1 


Mastery 





1 



■5 0 



Cjd£ 



1 il 



0 '1 1 



r 0 '0 



2 ^ '1 



McGraw Hilh^'Rl 



M 11 II 



II II II 



II I! II 



M II II 



II II II 
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C-Blue 
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Posttest 



No. of Fi'pils 
Passing, Faiiin,'- 



ill 



I2JL 



No. of I No. of 



Pupils 
From 
Col. (2) 

Pasfiir^: 



Pupils 
Frcia 
Col. (2) 
Failini^ 



1 



■'-r 



